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Opea Records Decision lo. 304 

%: Whether dot-ts reletad 
to lewuit by tl Peso Public 
(lamice Soerd sgeinst Ieu 
Wuic o  l re public iaforutioa 

Deer It. Cole: 

Yaa heve requested our decision uuder the Opea Records Act, 
l rtic& 6232-17s. V.T.C.8.. AD to whether docoma t8 relsted to A 
lmuit by the El Peso Public Service Board l gdwt the Stste of llcv 
nuico cowtitllte public inforutioll. The requeotor first sought 
production of "sll docomeats related to the current dispute betveeo I31 
PASO sad Reu lexiao ovsr vstar rights vhich a r e l utter of public 
record.' 10 nply to this request, you iadicsted that camplience with 
thin request wss not fusible becsuss it wss too breed to easble yw 
to determine which record. vere being l ought. You invited the 
requestor “to identify with perticulerity documats which he sished to 
exaioe," but stste that he hes uot dons so. 

IO Opea Records Decirioa Uo. 23 (1974). this office seidr 

A requut mede under the Act mst sufficiently 
ideatify the iaforutioa requeeted cad ea agency 
UY uk for , A clerificstioo if it cennot 
rusooebly understead s perticuler request. 

Xo our opioion, it vss proper for you to require the requestor to 
identify the p&rtitular klod of document he sought. See Open Record. 
Decimion no. 31 (1974). 

- 

The requmtor aleo sought the production of the "origioels of ell 
the bills for attorneys, feee” submitted by couasel representing El 
PAW. “worklog papers or reseerah uteriel." end "ell other l ccouote, 
vouchus, or aootruts deelinl vith the receipt or expenditure of 
public or other fuodm by governnot bodies in regard to the above 
mentioned utter.” You stete that you heve complied with the lamt 
psrt of thie request, but heve declloed to furnish the origins1 
itemized bills for l ttoroeys feee se ~011 es the working pepcre end 
resurch meterisl roleted to the litigation. 
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As to the originals of the bills fo r  l ttoreeye fees, we believe 
it is clear thet they are excepted from disclosure under section 
3(a)(l) of the Qen Records Act. se “inforustion ude confidential by 
18u.” In Cpeu Records Decision Do. 210 (1978). this office said thet 
correspoodence betueen en egency and its sttoruey I@ excepted from 
diecloeure under aectiou 3(a)(l) “by virtue of the l ttorney-client 
privilege. ” See aleo, Open Records Decision No. 200 (1978). 
Purthermore, the working papers end reeeerch uterial prepared by the 
attorneya for the city of El Pa80 lo preparation for this litigatioo 
sro also excepted by section 3(a)(l), since Sule 167 of the Texee 
Rules of Civil Procedure excepts frou discovery resurch and notes: 

usde mbeequent to the occurrence ot transaction 
upoo which the malt is based, and ude in 
connection with the proeecution. iovestigation or 
defense of such claim or the circuutences out of 
which the same has arise% 

See Bickmsn v. Taylor, 329 0-S. 495. 510-11 (1974). We conclude tbet 
both the origins1 bills for ettorneye fees and the working papere of 
the city’s sttorneys are excepted from discloeure by #action 3(e)(l) 
of the set. IO view of thim detecrimtion. ue need not addres6 the 
applicability of section 3(a)(3) or any other exception, but ue note 
that the purpose of eectioo 3(s)(3) is to except precisely the kind of 
information releted to pending litigetioo uhich is st issue here. 

You alma ask that ve determine vhether l govenmeotal body uy 
require that a request for informetioo under the Dpen Records Act be 
med. in writing. Section 7a of the l ct provides, in pertinent pert: 

. ..the governaentel body withio s reasonable tiu. 
no later then ten days. after receiving a written 
request must request a decision from the l ttorney 
general to determioe vhether the information is 
vithio that exception. (Bphesis edded). 

In our view. the statute dou oot require any govenmsotal body to 
produce ioforution in the sbseuce of a written request. 

Very truly yours. n 

HARK WRITE 

JDDN W. FAINTER, JR. 
Pirst Aesietent Attorney General 

Attorney General of Texae 
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